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STATE DEPARTMENT—STUDENT-TEACHUR EXCHANGE 
PROGRAM 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 10, 1953 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 


The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m. (pursuant to S. Res. 40, 
agreed to January 30, 1953), in room 318 of the Senate Office Buil ling, 
Senator Joseph R. Met ‘arthy (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph Re McCarthy (Republican, of Wisconsin). 

Present also: Roy Cohn, chief counsel; and Ruth Young Watt, chief 
clerk, 

The CHatrMan. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Lewis? 


TESTIMONY OF NAPHTALI LEWIS (ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, MURRAY WEINSTEIN) 


Mr. Wetnstern. Mr. Senator, if you please, Mrs. Lewis took ill 
during the night and is attended by a physician and won’t be able to 
be present today. We just called, and I understand that she has virus 
erippe, which the a member of the family has already had in the 
past few days. Mr. Lewis is here. 

The CHAIRMAN. “it she is sick, of course, she can’t be here. I think 
we will swear Mr. Lewis anyway. 

Mr. Lewis, will you raise your right hand? 

In this matter now in he aringe before th » committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth? 

Mr. Lewis. I do. 

Senator, do I have to have those lights? 

The CuarrMan. No; if the lights bother you, they will be turned off. 

Ir. Lewis, | understand your wife came down with you from New 
York. Did your wife come down here? 

Mr. Lewis. My wife is not in Washington, sir. 

The CHatrMaANn. Where is she? In New York? 

Mr. Lewis. She is in New York, in bed. 

The CHatrMANn. When did she take ill? 

Mr. Lewts. About 5 this morning. 

The CHarrMan. And what doctor is attending 

Mr. Lewis. Dr. Blier, B-l-i-e-r, of 140 Riverside Drive, New York. 

The CHarrMAN. And you say the doctor has informed you that she 
has a virus infection? 
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Mr. Lewis. I just phoned after arriving in Washington. That is 
right. That is, the doctor was not there, but the doctor had been 
there by the time I phoned. 

The CHatrMan. You will get a certificate from the doctor certify- 
ing that your wife is ill and that she is unable to appear. She is a 
necessary witness. We won’t take your testimony until she is here. 
When she is able to be down here, we will want you both back. 

I may say that—is that professor or doctor? 

Mr. L EWIS. It doesn’t matter. Either is correct. 

The CHarrMan. Professor Lewis is one of the individuals picked 
under the Fulbright program to represent us overseas. He has been 
given an assignment in Florence. 

Is that right? 

Mr. Lewis. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. And we had planned on going into the Communist 
connections of Mr. Lewis and his wife this morning. I think Mr. 
Lewis is a typical teacher selected under the Fulbright or “Half 
bright” program. 

I do not think we can proceed without having your wife present, 
Mr. Lewis. 

Will you keep counsel informed as to the condition of your wife’s 
health? And we do not want her here until she can come without in 
any way endangering her health. When she has recovered we will 
want both of you — here. 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, si 

The CHAIRMAN. Sa are informed that you are still under subpena 
and your wife is still under subpena. 

Mr. Lewis. Mr. Senator, if I heard you correctly, you said some- 
thing about the Communist connections of Mr. Lewis and his wife? 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Lewis. Now, if it is permitted, I would like to take exception 
to that statement. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, you may. 

As I recall, your wife refused to tell whether she was a member of 
the Communist Party or not. You refused, as I recall, to testify 
whether your wife was a member of the Communist Party and whether 
you attended Communist meetings with her. She refused to testify 
whether she attended Communist meetings with you. 

Under the circumstances, we are interested in having you both here. 

Mr. Lewis. If you recall, sir, I answered all questions concerning 
myself. 

‘The Cuarrman. Concerning yourself, yes. Your wife, as you re- 
call, refused to tell whether you and she attended Communist meet- 
ings, together, whether she was a member of the party, if and when she 
had got in, whether she had left the party. She refused to tell us that 
or give us any names of any individuals she knew in the party, and for 
that reason, and in view of the fact that you are being sent over to 
Italy, I believe it is, to represent the United States, with your wife 
going along, and she has to apply for a passport and you must apply 
for a passport, we will want you here to give all of the facts which you 
will give, and she to answer all the questions she will answer. She, 
of course, is entitled to refuse to answer again, if she wants to, on the 
ground that her answers might incriminate her. She so refused the 
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other day. So we will want you both back here. You are under 
subpena. You will remain under subpena until your wife’s health 
permits you to come down here. 

Mr. Lewis. I merely wanted to point out that I had not refused to 
answer any such questions and, on the contrary, pointed out that I 
was not and never had been a member of the Communist Party. 

The Cuatrrman. I do not think we will gain anything by arguing 
this at length, but just to refresh your memory, you did refuse to 
answer certain questions. 

Mr. Lewis. About myself, sir? 

The CHarrman. About yourself and your wife, or about your wife. 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. I am not questioning your statement. I am 
merely questioning your statement as to me. 

The CHarRMAN. You made a statement that you answered all 
questions. 

Mr. Lewis. About myself. 

The CuHarrMan. You refused to answer certain questions about 
your wife, did you not, about her Communist connections? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes; I would not answer questions about my wife, but 
I would answer questions about myself. 

The CHarrMAN. Just so we have the record clear. And you are 
entitled to refuse to answer questions as to whether your wife belonged 
to the party. We granted you that right. I mere ly was neinting out 
the fact as to why we have you here. I think you are rather typical 
of the teachers selected under this Fulbright program. We are going 
to be asked to appropriate a huge amount of money for that program, 
and I think the Senators and the country are entitled to get a picture 
of the typical individuals we are sending to other parts of the world to 
represent us. 

So again, may I say, you will remain under subpena. When your 
wife’s health permits, you will again appear 

Mr. Lewis. Yes; and may I again say I was only trying to correct 
the statement as to myself. 

The CuatrMan. I believe those are the only witnesses we have this 
morning, so I will give you gentlemen a rest. 

The hearing will adjourn until further notice. 

(Whereupon, at 10:45 a. m. Wednesday, June 10, 1953, the hearing 
was recessed, subject to the call of the Chair.) 








STATE DEPARTMENT—STUDENT-TEACHER EXCHANGE 
PROGRAM 


FRIDAY, JUNE 19, 1953 


UniTep STaTes SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
New York, N. Y. 

The subcommittee met (pursuant to S. Res. 40 agreed to Jan. 30, 
1953) at 10:30 a. m., in room 905, Federal Courthouse, Foley Square, 
New York, N. Y., Senator Joseph R. McCarthy (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin. 

Present also: Roy Cohn, chief counsel; David Schine, chief 
consultant. 

Senator McCarruy. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Cohn, call your first witness. 

Mr. Coun. Professor and Mrs. Lewis. 

Senator McCarruy. For the sake of the record, will you identify 
your counsel again, Mr. Lewis. 


TESTIMONY OF NAPHTALI LEWIS, ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR OF 
CLASSICAL LANGUAGES, BROOKLYN COLLEGE, AND MRS. 
HELEN LEWIS, NEW YORK, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED BY MURRAY 
M. WEINSTEIN, ATTORNEY, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Mr. Lewis. Murray M. Weinstein, of 37 Wall Street, New York. 

Mr. Wernstern. May we have the lights out? 

Senator McCarruy. The witnesses have asked that the lights be 
out, and we have a rule that we do not subject the witnesses to the 
bright lights if they object. So I will have to ask you gentlemen to 
turn the lights out. 

Will you proceed, Mr. Counsel? 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Chairman, these two witnesses have been heard in 
executive session before the committee in the course of our investiga- 
tion of that part of the information program which concerns the 
exchange of persons and the sending of Fulbr ight scholars to foreign 
countries. Professor Lewis, one of the witnesses this morning, “is 
one of the most recent to be selected under the Fulbright program 
to be sent abroad in behalf of the United States. He received his 
orders within the last few weeks to go to Italy during the next academic 
year under the Fulbright program. 

Following the receipt of certain evidence before the committee in 
executive session concerning Communist activity on the part of Mrs. 
Lewis and Professor Lewis, they were both called before the com- 
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mittee in executive session, Mr. Chairman, and they are today in 
public session. That is the purpose of the hearing. 

Professor Lewis, is it a fact that you received a letter of notification 
on April 30 that your application to be a Fulbright scholar had been 
accepted? 

Mr. Lewis. That is correct. 

Mr. Coun. Our first question is this: Are you now a professor at 
Brooklyn College? 

Mr. Lewis. That is correct. 

Mr. Coun. For how long a period of time have you been teaching 
at Brookly n College? 

Mr. Lewis. Since 1947. 

Mr. Coun. And what did yon do directly prior to that? 

Mr. Lewis. I was at Columbia University. 

Mr. Conn. What did you do at Columbia University? 

Mr. Lewis. I was a visiting professor of Greek and Latin. 

Mr. Coun. A visiting professor of Greek and Latin at Columbia 
University. For how long a period of time did you teach at Columbia? 

Mr. Lewis. Since 1944. 

Mr. Coun. Since 1944? 

Mr. Lewis. That is right. 

Mr. Coun. What did you do directly prior to that? 

Mr. Lewis. I was a translator in the War Department. 

Mr. Coun. You were a translator in the United States War Depart- 
ment; is that right? 

Mr. Lewis. That is correct. 

Mr. Coun. For how long a period of time did you occupy that 
position , 

Mr. Lewts. From February 1943, I believe would be the exact time. 

Mr. Coun. What did you do directly prior to February 1943? 

Mr. Lewis. I was an instructor in classics at New York University. 

Mr. Conn. And prior to that? 

Mr. Lewis. Prior to that I had several temporary and part-time 
jobs. 

Mr. Conn. Professor Lewis, our question is this: First of all have 
you ever attended a Communist meeting with Mrs. Lewis, your wife? 

Mr. Lewis. As I have already told you, I have never attended a 
Communist meeting with my wife or anybody else. 

Mr. Coun. Has Mrs. Lewis been a Communist? 

Mr. Lewis. You are asking me a question about my wife, and I 
cannot discuss my wife with this committee. I cannot permit you 
to trespass upon the privilege of my marriage. 

Mr. Coun. Are you invoking a privilege on the ground of a confi- 
dential communication between husband and wife? 

Mr. Lewis. I am not aware of just what the legal configuration of 
this is. I am informed by counsel that I may not be called upon to 
discuss my wife with this committee; that this violates one of the 
fundamental canons of American law and ethics, and I would not be 
a party to such a violation. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Chairman, that is not a proper assertion of the privi- 
lege. I would suggest that if the witness wants to confer with counsel 
to possibly clarify his position, after conferring, that he do so. 

Senator McCarruy. I may say, Dr. Lewis, that you are entitled to 
refuse to tell the committee anything that went on when only you and 
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your wife were present. Anything that occurred when other people 
were present would not be privileged. In other words, if you learned 
from your wife while only the two of you were together that she was a 
Communist, or if she discussed any Communist activities with you 
alone, you can refuse te testify in regard to that. However, you can- 
not refuse to testify as to any of her activities in the Communist Party 
when other people were present or involved. 

With that in mind, you may answer the question. 

Mr. Lewis. If | remember the question, then in the light of what 
you have said, it seems to me that my answer needs to take this form, 
perhaps. 

Senator McCartruy. You may still refuse to answer if the only 
knowledge you have of any Communist activities on the part of your 
wife was learned when you and she were alone. 

Mr. Lewrs. That is essentially approximately what I was about to 
reply. 

Senator McCartuy. Then you may refuse to answer. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Chairman, I would like to address a few questions to 
Mrs. Lewis at this point, if I may. 

Senator McCarruy. Both witnesses are reminded you are still 
under oath. You have been sworn previously. 

Mr. Coun. Mrs. Lewis, when your husband was selected as a 
Fulbright scholar, did you plan to leave the United States and accom- 
pany him to Italy? 

Mrs. Lewis. I did. 

Mr. Conn. Were you going with him as one of our representatives 
over there? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question in the exercise 
of my rights under the fifth amendment to our Constitution. 

Mr. Conn. Have you ever taught at any school or college? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. Where have you taught? 

Mrs. Lewis. I taught at Brooklyn College. 

Mr. Coun. When did you teach at Brooklyn College? 

Mrs. Lewis. Approximately from 1938 to 1941, I believe. 

Mr. Coun. While you were a teacher at Brooklyn C ollege, were you 
a member of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question in the exercise 
of my rights under the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCarrny. Did you ever attend Communist meetings at 
which your husband, Dr. Lewis, was present? 

Mrs. Lewis. That question has two parts. It is a question about 
whether I attended meetings—— 

Senator McCartuy. At which your husband was present. 

Mrs. Lewis. As far as the question applies to myself, I must decline 
to answer it in the exercise of my rights under the fifth amendment. 
With respect to my husband, I can tell you, as he has told you, that 
he never attended Communist Part y meetings. I wish to say, 
however, that I consider this kind of question, where a woman is asked 
to discuss her husband in public, a grave invasion of the privacy of 
my marriage. 
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Senator McCarruy. You are entitled to certain rights, you under- 
stand, and certain privileges. You can refuse to answer if you 
honestly feel that the answer will incriminate you. You are entitled 
to refuse to give any information about your husband. 

Mrs. Lewis. I have alre ady given you the information about my 
husband that you asked. 

Senator McCarruy. Just a second. You may refuse to give any 
information about your husband which was acquired while you and 
he were alone. That would be an invasion of the privacy of marriage. 
You are not entitled to refuse to give information—— 

Mrs. Lewis. I have given it to you, Senator. 

Senator McCarruy. In regard to your husband when other people 
were present. 

Mrs. Lewis. I have given it. 

Senator McCartuy. When you were in executive session, you were 
asked the question about whether or not you attended Communist 
meetings with your husband; were you not? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes, I was. 

Senator McCarruy. Is it correct that you refused to answer that 
question? 

Mrs. Lewis. I told you at the time, as I am telling you today, that 
I think this kind of questioning is intolerable. This is a principle 
stand that I take. 

Senator McCarrnuy. Just for your information, you are not en- 

tled to refuse to answer any question because of any principle stand 
you take. You are entitled to retuse only if you think the answer 
will incriminate you. 

Mrs. Lewis. I have not refused here to give you the answer you 
asked about my husband. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you recall that you were asked that ques- 
tion in executive session? 

Mrs. Lewis. I do recall it. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you recall your answer? 

Mrs. Lewis. I do recall it. 

Senator McCartuy. Did you refuse to answer on the ground the 
answer might incriminate you, if you recall? 

Mrs. Lewis. I don’t remember exactly. 

Senator McCarruy. We will have counsel look up the answer for 
us. For your information—you object to this type of questioning— 
may I say that the reason you are here being questioned is because 
under the Fulbright program it is proposed to send your husband to 
Florence, Italy, to teach. He willbe in a position of representing the 
United States over there. You will be in the capacity of being his 
wife and being a semiofficial representative of the United States. 
Therefore, it is “important to know, if we are sending him over to fight 
commuaism, allegedly, whether or not his wife is a Communist. We 
want to know that, you see. It is very important. That is why we 
are asking those questions. The American people have a right to 
know that when they pay your way over there, Doctor. 

Let me ask you this: Have you attended Communist meetings, Mrs. 
Lewis? 

Mr. Lewis. May I make a correction to what you just said? 

Senator McCartuy. You may make any statement you care to at 
any time. 
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Mr. Lewis. Thank you. You said the proposal was that I go to 
Florence to teach. That is not what is involved. What is involved 
is a research grant in which I would be engaged in studying ancient 
manuscripts in a library. 

Mr. Coun. By whom are your expenses to be paid? 

Mr. Lewis. By the Fulbright program. 

Mr. Coun. Were you to go as a represe ntative of the United States 
under the Fulbright program? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. By a representative, I take it you mean what is 
sometimes called by the phrase “ambassador of good will.” I think 
on that, if you wish me to, I can speak with some authority, since I 
have first-hand knowledge of these things. 

Mr. Coun. I will take your phrase “ambassador of good will.” I 
think it is very important for the committee to learn—these exchange 
programs involve an expenditure of $22 million a year—what people 
are going to Europe as ambassadors of good will for the United States 
in our fight against communism. 

Senator McCarrny. May I ask you a question, Doctor? Do you 
think that we should send as ambassadors of good will men whose 
wives refuse to tell whether they are members of the Communist 
party on the ground that the answer might incriminate them, or do 
you think perhaps we should search for other ambassadors who have 
wives who do not belong to the Communist Party? What would your 
thought on that be? 

Mr. Lewis. Senator, your question seems to me to have two parts. 

Senator McCarruy. Will you try to answer both parts? 

Mr. Lewis. If you will permit, I will answer them in the order of 
specific and general. 

Senator McCartuy. You may. 

Mr. Lewis. The specific question concerns the use of the fifth 
amendment, and the general part of your question concerns the 
exchange program. 

On the specific part, the fifth amendment, I confess—let me start 
another way—the fifth amendment is a part of our Constitution, the 
organic law of our Nation. It strikes me as grotesque, to say the 
least, that a congressional committee should call in question the 
right of a witness to abide by the Constitution. 

Senator McCarruy. May I correct you, Doctor. We have al- 
lowed every witness who has appeared before this committee, includ- 
ing your wife, to take advantage of that. But keep in mind when 
we ask your wife, “Mrs. Lewis, were you a Communist,” if she was 
not a Communist, her answer would be no, and there would be no 
self-incrimination. The only way that answer could incriminate 
her would be if the answer is yes. So when she says to this committee, 
“T will not answer because if I told you the truth, it would incrim- 
inate me,” that is the same as telling the committee that she was a 
member of the Communist Party. Legally it cannot be used against 
her in court, you understand. She cannot be incriminated in any 
way in court. But this is not a court. This is to get information. 
When your wife says “‘I won’t tell because I would be incriminated,” 
that is the same as saying “I am a member of the Communist Party.” 
There is no way of getting away from that, you understand. Other- 
wise she is in contempt of the committee. If she were not a Com- 
munist and she refused to answer on the ground that it might im- 
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criminate her, knowing she could not be incriminated, she would be 
in contempt. 

You may proceed. The question is, Do you think we should send 
over as an ambassador of good will a man whose wife says, ‘I won’t 
tell whether I am a member of the Communist Party because it 
might incriminate me’’? 

Mr. Lewis. Senator, I don’t wish to argue this point with you. 

Senator McCartruy. You can argue. I would like to get your 
thoughts on this. We are sending you over there to represent us. 

Mr. Lewts. I simply do not agree with your, shall I say, paraphrase 
of what my wife has said. But beyond that I don’t think there is 
much point in our arguing the privilege of the fifth amendment, 
except perhaps for me to say that in the letters column to the New 
York Times the day before yesterday I found something which 
seemed to me quite appropriate. 

Senator McCarruy. Will you answer the questioh? 

Mr. Lewis. I won’t read it to you unless you wish me to. I would 
like to proceed to the other part of the question. 

Senator McCarruy. Answer the first part of the question. 

Mr. Lewis. I believe I did. 

Senator McCartuy. Do you think we should send over as an 
ambassador of good will a man with a wife who says, “I will not tell 
whether [ am a member of the Communist Party’’? Do you think 
that is the type of person we should send over to represent us? 

(Mr. Lewis consulted with his attorney.) 

Mr. Lewis. I say again, Senator, that you are putting words in 
my wife’s mouth which she did not utter. 

Senator McCarruy. Let us forget about your wife, then. Let us 
put it this way. Do you think we should send as an ambassador of 
good will any man, if it is known to us that his wife is or was a member 
of the Communist Party, whose wife refuses to give the names of the 
party members whom she knew, and refuses to talk to the FBI and 
give that information? 

Forget your wife. Let us make it a hypothetical question. Would 
you say we should send him over to represent us? 

Mr. Lewis. Again I say your question has two parts. The specific 
as to the fifth amendment and the general as to cultural exchanges. 

Senator McCarruy. What does this have to do with the fifth 
amendment? 

Mr. Lewis. I say the specific has to do with the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCarruy. You mean you are refusing on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Lewis. Good lord, no. 

Senator McCarruy. Then answer the question. 

Mr. Lewis. I am trying to. 

Senator McCarruy. This has nothing to do with the fifth amend- 
ment. I asked you whether you thought we should send to Europe 
a man to represent us, a man whose w ife is a member of the Communist 
Party, or was, a man whose wife refuses to give the FBI information 
about her coworkers in the party. 

Mr. Lewis. You are rephrasing the hypothetical question. I see 
nothing wrong in such an award. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you think we should send a man who him- 
self is a member of the party? 
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Mr. Lewis. That I think might certainly be open to question. 
You say a man who is a member of the party? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes; is that hard to answer? 

Mr. Lewis. No; I am trying to think of all of the aspects of your 
question. I think that a man—let me put it this way—I do not be- 
lieve that in a free country we have a right to inquire into the politics 
of a scholar as a condition of scholarship. 

Senator McCarruy. Now will you answer my question? The 
question was, Do you think we should send to Europe a man who is a 
member of the Communist Party? Iam not talking about his poli- 
tics. I am talking about being a member of the Communist 
conspiracy. 

Mr. Lewis. If engaged in a conspiracy, then certainly there are 
laws of the land which he has violated and certainly a man who has 
violated the laws of the land should not be sent. I thought you were 
talking about political views. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you understand the question? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. 

Senator McCarrnuy. You are ordered to answer it. 

Mr. Lewis. I believe I have answered it, Senator. 

Senator McCarruy. The question is, Do you think we should send 
a man who is a member of the Communist Party over to Europe to 
represent us in this Fulbright program? 

Mr. Lewis. Again I say what I thought I said, that if you are 
dealing with cultural exchanges and not propaganda and not diplo- 
matic representation, then it seems to me that if a man’s politics do 
not interfere with his—— 

Senator McCarruy. I am not talking about politics. I am talk- 
ing about communism. 

Mr. Lewis. That is politics: 

Senator McCartruy. Do you consider: the’ Communist Party a 
political party, or do you consider it a conspiracy? 

Mr. Lewis. That is a question I have never studied, frankly, and 
I would not know how to answer it. 

Senator McCarruy.' You mean you do: not know whether the 
Communist Party is a political party or whether it is a conspiracy? 

Mr. Lewis. No, Senator; how could I know?! I am not accustomed 
to making public statementson the basis of lack of knowledge. Cer- 
tainly my own work is far removed from politics, and I have not the 
interest of this committee in such questions! 

Senator McCartruy. Mrs. Lewis, do you consider the Communist 
Party a conspiracy? 

Mrs. Lewis. Senator, I think my answer to you would be some- 
thing like this. I don’t understand these matters too well, not being 
a political expert, either. But there'was a ease tried in court re- 
cently in which a jury seemed ‘to agree that) members of the Com- 
munist Party did conspire to teach’ and! advocate, or something of 
the kind, overthrow of our Government: | If-you ask me, did a jury 
make such a verdict, the answer is obviously “ Yes.’ 

Senator McCarter. In 1947) m December, did you attend a closed 
meeting of the party at which there was distussed openly the fact that 
the Communists intended to overthrow! this: Government by force and 
violence? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question. 
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Senator McCartruy. You refuse to answer that? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes. 

Senator McCartuy. Have you attended Communist meetings at 
which was freely discussed ——— 
Mrs. Lewis. Senator—— 

Senator McCartuy. Just a minute until I finish the question. 
Freely discussed that the object of the Communist Party was to 
destroy our Government and replace it with a Communist form of 
government? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question. 

Senator McCarrtuy. On the ground that it might incriminate you. 

Mrs. Luwis. On the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you feel that if you were to tell us the 
truth in answer to that question that truthful answer might incriminate 
you? 

Mrs. Lewis. Now, Senator, you are asking me to discuss my reasons 
for invoking the fifth amendment. The language of the Constitution 
is good enough for me. 

Senator McCartruy. Mrs. Lewis, just for your benefit—and you 
can advise with counsel if you care to—the fifth amendment does not 
apply in the case of perjured testimony. You cannot refuse to answer 
on the ground that perjury might incriminate you. You are only 
entitled to refuse to answer if you honestly belieye—— 

Mrs. Lewis. Excuse me, Senator. 

Senator McCarruy. Do not interrupt me until I get through. If 
you honestly believe that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate 
you. Therefore, before we can decide whether you are entitled to the 
privilege, we must find out from you—and we will take your word for 
that—whether or not you feel that a truthful answer would tend to 
incriminate you. If you feel that a truthful answer would tend to 
incriminate you, then you are entitled to refuse. Otherwise, you are 
not entitled to invoke the fifth amendment. 

The question now is, Do you feel that a truthful answer might tend 
to incriminate you? 

Mrs. Lewis. I understand your question, and let me reply to it that 
my answers are always truthful whether here or any place else; and 
that my invoking of the fifth amendment is something which is a 
matter for me essentially to decide. You are now asking me, as I 
said before, to discuss with you my reasons for this invocation. 

Senator McCarrtuy. Are you through? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes. 

Senator McCarruy. I want to correct you. You said it is up to 
you to decide whether or not you can invoke the fifth amendment. 
It so happens that you are in error. It is up to the chairman of the 
committee to decide whether or not you have the right to invoke the 
fifth amendment. I cannot make that decision unless and until you 
tell me whether or not you believe that a truthful answer would tend 
to incriminate you. If you say that a truthful answer would tend to 
incriminate you, then you are entitled to invoke the fifth amendment. 
Otherwise, you are not. If you want to consult with your counsel, 
you may do it. You are being ordered to answer the question. 

(Mrs. Lewis consulted her attorney.) 
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Mrs. Lewis. Senator, as I have already told you all my answers 
are truthful and on that basis I feel that I must decline to answer 
that question of yours. 

Senator McCarruy. You are ordered to answer the question. 

(Mrs. Lewis consulted her attorney.) 

Mrs. Lewis. My counsel advises me that I am properly invoking 
the fifth amendment at this point. 

Senator McCarruy. Just so there will be no doubt about it, and 
the record will be clear, I will repeat the question and you will be 
ordered to answer it, and you can decide whether you want to or not. 

Mrs. Lewis, you have invoked the fifth amendment on the question 
of your attendance at a Communist meeting and what transpired. 
Before I can decide whether you are entitled to exercise that privilege, 
I must ask you this question: Do you feel that a truthful answer to 
the question might tend to incriminate you? 

You are ordered to answer that question. 

(Mrs. Lewis consulted her attorney.) 

Mrs. Lewis. Senator, let me answer you this way, then. My 
answer, since it is always truthful, might be held against me. There- 
fore, I decline to answer your question about that meeting, whatever 
it was, that you asked me. 

Senator McCartuy. Would you read the question to the witness. 
She is ordered to answer the question. It is a very simple question. 
Just for your own benefit, you should very frankly tell us whether a 
truthful answer would incriminate you. 

Mrs. Lewis. A truthful answer might be held against me. 

Senator McCarrtuy. Not held against you, might incriminate you. 

Mrs. Lewis. What is wrong with the language of the fifth 
amendment? 

Senator McCarrny. I just want a simple answer to that. The 
question is, Do you feel a truthful answer might tend to incriminate 
you? 

Mrs. Lewis. O. K. 

Senator McCartuy. Not “O. K.”; yes or no? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes. 

Senator McCarruy. Then you are entitled to invoke the privilege. 

Doctor, has your wife ever discussed with you in the presence of 
others the Communist meetings which she attended? I am not 
asking you about any conversations when others were not present. 
Has she ever discussed with you in the presence of others the Com- 
munist meetings that she attended? 

Mr. Lewis. Senator, your question contains a statement that my 
wife has not made, namely, the words “(Communist meetings which 
she attended.” 

Senator McCarrny. Did she ever discuss with you in the presence 
of others any Communist meeting which she attended? 

Mr. Lewis. May I consult my counsel? 

Senator McCarrtny. Certainly you may. 

(Mr. Lewis consulted his counsel.) 

Senator McCartuy. Do you recall the question, Doctor? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. My wife has never discussed politics with me in 
the presence of others. Anything I may know about her political or 
social views or matters of that kind I would know from her only. 

Senator McCarruy. Will you read the question? 
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Mr. Lewis. And the answer. 

(Question and answer read by the reporter.) 

Senator McCarruy. You are ordered to answer the question. ‘Tt 
is very simple. 

Mr. Lewis. Could you explain to’ mé in’ what way ‘T-have ‘not 
answered your question? 

Senator McCartruy. You will answer ''the® question! "You are 
ordered to answer. It is a -véry siniple question, whether your wife 
discussed with you in the presence of others her attendance at Com- 
munist meetings. 

(Mr. Lewis consulted his counsel: ) 

Mr. Lewis. Haven’t I answered the question? Do you want me 
to repeat ‘‘No’’? 

Senator McCarrny.' T want you 'to give us the truth. 

Mr. Lewis. I am giving'a truthful answer. 

Senator McCarrny. If nois the'tritth, say“No”. | If-yes is the truth, 

Mr. Lewis. I thought T answered ‘‘No.” 

Senator McCarrny. Is your answer “No 

Mr. Lewis. My answer is *‘No.” 

Senator McCarruy. Did she ever discuss with you'm the presencé 
of others any other individuals who attended any Communist méet- 
ings at which she was present? 
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Mr. Lewis. I may have. But I say if you mean Communist 
Party meetings, I have not attended such meetings. 

Senator McCarruy. I am including all meetings; any meeting at 
all at which he was present. 

Mr. Lewis. That is entirely possible. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you know whether you did or not? 

Mr. Lewis. I could not state at this time that I did or did not. 

Senator McCartuy. Where do you live? 

Mr. Lewis. Manhattan. 

Senator McCarruy. What is your address? 

Mr. Lewis. 245 West 101st Street. 

Senator McCarruy. How long have you lived there? 

Mr. Lewis. I have lived there for 17 years. 

Senator McCarruy. Have there been meetings at your home at 
which Novikov was present? 

Mr. Lewis. I really can’t say. 

Senator McCarruy. You can’t say? You mean you do not know? 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t know. I don’t recall. 

Senator McCarruy. Were there Communist cell meetings held at 
your home? 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t see how I could know that. I have never been 
a member of the Communist Party. 

Senator McCarruy. Do vou know whether there «re Communist 
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Mr. Lewis. And the answer. 

(Question and answer read by the reporter.) 

Senator McCarruy. You are ordered to answer the question. ‘Tt 
is very simple. 

Mr. Lewis. Could you explain'to’ mé in’ what way ‘T-have ‘not 
answered your question? 

Senator McCartuy. You will answer’ the’ question! “You are 
ordered to answer. It is a 'véry simple question,’ whether your wife 
discussed with you in the presence of others her attendance at Com- 
munist meetings. 

(Mr. Lewis consulted his counsel. ) 

Mr. Lewis. Haven’t TI answered the question? Do ‘you want me 
to repeat ‘‘No’’? 

Senator McCarrnuy.' T want you 'to give us the truth. 

Mr. Lewis. I am giving # truthful ‘answer. 

Senator McCarrny. If nois the'tritth, say“No”! If-yes is the truth, 
say ‘‘Yes’’. 

Mr. Lewis. I thought T answered ‘*No.” 

Senator McCarrny. Is your answer “‘No’’? 

Mr. Lewis. My answer is *‘No.” 

Senator McCarruy. Did she ever discuss With you'm the presence 
of others any other individuals who attended any Communist méet- 
ings at which she was present? 

Mr. Lewis. I ‘repeat that my wife has never had any such discus- 
sions with me in the presence of others: 

Senator McCartray. Mr; Cohn: 

Mr. Conn. Do you know & man named ‘Alex'Novikov? 

Mr. Lewis. Whom are your ‘addressing? 

Mr. Conn. You, Dr. Lewis. 

Mr. Lewis. [am sorry, Yes, I: know who he is. 

Mr. Coun. Do you know him ‘personally? 

Mr. Lewis. I believe I would know him. 

Mr. Conn. You have known bim at the faculty at Brooklyn College, 
have you not? 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t believe he was on the faculty by the time I 
got there. 

Mr. Conn. Do 'you'know Alex Novikov, Mrs. Lewis? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes, I know ‘him; 

Senator McOartny. May I get an answer from Dr. Lewis? Counsel 
asked whether ‘you know him personally. 

Mr. Lewis. Do you mean is he @ friend of ‘mine? 

Senator McCarruy. Have you met him? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. 

Senator McCarrny. Socially? 

Mr. Lewis. Probably. --I don’t recall? | T imagine so. 

Senator McCarry: You do not:remember? 

Mr. Lewis. I really wouldn’t know. Ihave not'seen him in years. 

Senator McCarruy. Dovyou ‘know! how many’ times’ you met him? 

Mr. Lewis. It would be a guess. !»Wery few, certainly. 

Senator (Mc@Array, Have 'you ever’ attended ‘any meetings at 
which he was present? 

Mr. Lewrs. If cyvoumean ‘Communist: Party meetings, ‘certainly 
not. 

Senator McCakgruy, Have | yow ever ‘attended any meetings at 
which he was present? 
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Mr. Lewis. I may have. But I say if you mean Communist 
Party meetings, I have not attended such meetings. 

Senator McCarruy. I am including all meetings; any meeting at 
all at which he was present. 

Mr. Lewis. That is entirely possible. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you know whether you did or not? 

Mr. Lewis. I could not state at this time that I did or did not. 

Senator McCartruy. Where do you live? 

Mr. Lewis. Manhattan. 

Senator McCartruy. What is your address? 

Mr. Lewis. 245 West 101st Street. 

Senator McCarruy. How long have you lived there? 

Mr. Lewis. I have lived there for 17 years. 

Senator McCarruy. Have there been meetings at your home at 
which Novikov was present? 

Mr. Lewis. I really can’t say. 

Senator McCarruy. You can’t say? You mean you do not know? 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t know. I don’t recall. 

Senator McCarruy. Were there Communist cell meetings held at 
your home? 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t see how I could know that. I have never been 
a member of the Communist Party. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you know whether there were Communist 
cell meetings held in your home? 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t know that. 

Senator McCartuy. You do not know? 

Mr. Lewis. No. 

Senator McCarruy. How many rooms are there in your home? 

Mr. Lewis. About eight. 

age pad McCarruy. About eight? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. 

Senator McCarruy. Were there ever meetings in your home that 
you thought were Communist meetings? 

(No response.) 

Senator McCarruy. Are you having a lot of difficulty with that? 

Mr. Lewis. I am just wondering whether you are invading the 
privacy of my home. I would like to ask counsel whether it does. 

Senator McCarruy. You may discuss it with counsel. 

(Mr. Lewis consulted his counsel.) 

Senator McCarrtny. After discussing with counsel, do you want to 
answer now, or do you want to decline? 

Mr. Lewis. I would like to have the question again. It is clarified 
for me. 

Senator McCarruy. I will try and repeat the question for you to 
save the reporter the difficulty of finding it. Were there meetings 
held in your home which you thought were Communist meetings? 

Mr. Lewis. I don’t know. 

Senator McCartruy. You do not know whether you thought they 
were Communist meetings or not? 

Mr. Lewis. I had no reason to suspect, if that is what you mean. 

Senator McCarruy. Did your wife ever tell you in the presence of 
someone else that there were to be Communist meetings held in your 
home? 

Mr. Lewis. No; not in the presence of someone else. 
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Senator McCartuy. Not in the presence of someone else, you say? 

Mr. Lewis. I say my wife never told me in the presence of anyone 
about Communist matters. Anything I may know of that kind I 
repeat I would know only from her. 

Senator McCarruy. We will get down to the specific question, 
Did your wife ever tell you in the presence of someone else that 
Communist meetings were scheduled to be held in your home? 

Mr. Lewis. No. 

Senator McCarrny. She did not? 

Mr. Lewis. No. 

Senator McCartuy. I assume you would refuse to answer as to 
whether or not she told you in private that there were Communist 
meetings to be held? 

Mr. Lewis. I believe you explained to me 

Senator McCarruy. You are entitled to refuse. 

Mr. Lewis. That there is a privilege that I may not discuss my 
wife with you. 

Senator McCartny. You may invoke that privilege. 

Mrs. Lewis, were Communist meetings held in your home? 

Mrs. Lewts. I must decline to answer that question. 

Senator McCarrny. You decline to answer that? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes. 

Senator McCarrny. Is it true that you had a sizable number of 
Communist cell meetings in your home? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question, Senator. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you ever tell your husband in the presence 
of someone else that you were holding Communist meetings in your 
home? 

Mrs. Lewis. No. 

Senator McCarruy. You never told him in the presence of anyone 
else? 

Mrs. Lewis. No. 

Senator McCarruy. Was your husband ever present at a Commu- 
nist meeting held in your home? 

Mrs. Lewis. No. 

Senator McCarruy. Your answer is ‘‘No’’? 

Mrs. Lewis. It is a twofold question again. I mean it is a question 
that involves Communist meetings in my home. That part of the 
question I must decline to answer. 

Senator McCarruy. You are entitled to that privilege. Counsel. 

Mr. Coun. Do you know Irving Goldman, Mr. Lewis? 

Mr. Lewis. No; 1 don’t believe so. 

Mr. Coun. Do you know Irving Goldman, Mrs. Lewis? 

Mrs. Lewis. I know an Irving Goldman, yes. 

Mr. Coun. Was there a man by the name of Irving Goldman who 
was a member of a Communist cell with you? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Coun. Do you know someone named Charlotte Robinson? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. Was Charlotte Robinson ever a member of the Com- 
mupist Party? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Coun. Do you know a Mrs. Pomerance? 
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Mrs. Lewis. I believe so; yes. 

Mr. Coun. Was Mrs. Pomerance ever a member of the Communist 
Party in a cell with you? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Coun. Did any of these people whose names I recounted ever 
attend Communist meetings in your home? 

Mrs. Lewts. I must decline to answer. 

Mr. Coun. Do you know Professor Albaum at Brooklyn? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes 

Mr. Coun. Was he a member of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Lewrs. I believe he has said so. 

Mr. Conn. He has publicly so stated; is that right? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes 

Mr. Coun. Did you know him in the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Coun. Did you ever attend Communist cell meetings with 
Professor Albaum? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Coun. Did he ever attend Communist cell meetings at your 
home? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Conn. Did he ever attend Communist meetings at your home 
at which your husband was present? 

Mrs. Lewis. That again was a double question 

Mr. Conn. You give us a double answer. 

Mrs. Lewis. As far as meetings in my home are concerned, I must 
decline to answer the question. 

As far as my husband’s presence is concerned; no. 

Senator McCarrnuy. Let me ask you this. Was your husband ever 
present in your home when Professor Albaum was also present? 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer the question. 

Senator McCarrny. You refuse to state whether your husband and 
this man Albaum were both in your home at the same time? 

Mrs. Lewis. Wait. Again it is a double question. 

Senator McCarruy. It is a very simple question. The question is, 
Were your husband and Mr. Albaum both present in your home at the 
same time? It is a very simple question. 

Mrs. Lewts. I really can’t recall. 

Mr. Coun. Do you remember the other names I mentioned to you, 
Irving Goldman, Mrs. Pomerance, Charlotte Robinson? 

Mrs. Lewis. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. With reference to each of those persons, was any one 
of those persons ever present in your home at the same time your 
husband was present? 

Mrs. Lewis. Again it is very difficult for me to recall. 

Mr. Coun. Would you give us your recollection on it? If you do 
recall, we would like to have a truthful answer. 

Mrs. Lewis. I really can’t remember that any of those persons 
were present in my home at the same time that my husband was, un- 
less it was to a social gathering or something of that kind. 

Mr. Coun. Did you ever have social gatherings at your home 
immediately following Communist cell meetings? 

(Witness laughing.) 
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Mr. Conn. You might think that is amusing, but would you give 
us an answer? 

Mrs. Lewis.: You are asking me again about Communist cell meet- 
ings in my home, and I must dec line to answer that question. 

Mr. Conn. You can resolve the thing very simply. If they did 
not take place there you can tell us no. You have that option. 
You have full opportunity to do it now. 

Mrs. Lewis. If what didn’t take place? 

Mr. Conn. If you never had a cell meeting in your home you have 
full opportunity to say so right now. 

Mrs. Lewis. I must decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Coun. That is all I have. 

Senator McCarruy. Dr. Lewis, we have just been notified by the 
State Department that your job in Italy has been canceled; that you 
are not bei ing sent there. I think that is an excellent idea. 

Mr. WernstTEIN. Senator, I believe Mr. Lewis would like to read 
a statement into the record, of which he has already forwarded a copy 
to your committee. 

Senator McCarruy. He can file it with the committee. If he 
cares to give it to the press, he can do that. 

We will now go into executive session to hear certain witnesses. 
There may or may not ie a ar session following that. 


(Thereupon at 11:25 a. m., the subcommittee proceeded to executive 
session. ) 





APPENDIX 





SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 
No. 1 


STATEMENT BY Napurawi Lewis, AssocriATE PROFESSOR OF CLASSICAL 
LANGUAGES, BROOKLYN COLLEGE 


Senator McCarthy has described me as typical of the kind of person to whom 
exchange scholarships are awarded under the Fulbright program. I am flattered 
to be so regarded. 

Iam ateacher and ascholar. Asa teacher I give instruction in Greek, Latin, 
and the literature and civilization of ancient Greece and Rome. As a scholar 
my specialty is in the decipherment and interpretation of the oldest known Greek 
manuscripts, called papyri. In this and related fields I have written or con- 
tributed to 5 books, 21 articles, and some 3 dozen reviews in several learned 
periodicals. My work is known, and has been published, on both sides of the 
Atlantic. In the International Association of Papyrologists I am 1 of the 2 
American members of the international executive committee. 

Last April the Board of Foreign Scholarships, acting as it does on the recom- 
mendation of leading scholars, approved as a contribution to American scholarship 
under the Fulbright program my request to continue my researches in Greek 
papyri during the coming academic year at the Papyrological Institute of the 
University of Florence. Even more recently the University of Strasbourg, entirely 
on its own initiative, has invited me to be its visiting professor for the academic 
year after next. 

Senator McCarthy has not inquired concerning my qualifications as a scholar 
for a scholarly assignment. He appears to be interested in my Fulbright award 
only to the extent of inquiring into my political opinions and, what is even more 
astonishing, into my wife’s politics, past as well as present. This inquisition, if it 
has its way, establishes a novel and singularly un-American principle; namely, 
that before a man is permitted to pursue a career of research—even in ancient 
manuscripts—he must have the stamp of approval of a congressional subcom- 
mittee on himself and his family. Such a test of political orthodoxy or conformity 
is repugnant to the most basic concept of American democracy, which insists that 
each individual be judged by his actions and record alone, and guarantees the 
right of political freedom without penalty or reprisals. 
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